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0.A. No.941 of 2012

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule. learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. We have perused our order dated 2.12.2015. The
Ld. PO submits that the affidavit in accordance therewith
is still not ready for being presented to the Iribunai.
However, as the matter was debated it came about that
the said affidavit will be filed by the Chiel” Conservator
of Forest, Thane. We however, find that the moment of
the matter is such that an appropriate affidavit frorn
responsible State functionary in Mantralaya must be
filed. We do not want to prejudge but then atleast point
is most likely to arise as to how in the first place Time
Bound Promotion came to be granted and then how it
was withdrawn. That is not all.” In fact a large number of
employees similarly placed as the applicant have been
recipients of the said benefits once or twice. For all these
reasons the affidavit of the Chief Conservator of Forest
will not really serve the purpose and aftidavit of the Statc
Government as mentioned above will be absolutely
necessary. Learnzd Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar
sought leave to amend the title of the O.A to make
Principal Secretary (Forests) as Respondent no. 3. Leave
granted. Learned Advocate Shri  Bandiwadekar
undertakes to amend the O.A within a week and serve the
added respondent. We make it clear that should the
Government not file affidavit as just nentioned the
Tribunal will be justified in drawing an adverse inference
in which case the State may have to take the
consequences. S.0O.to 17.2.2016. Hamdast.
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[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD /9N /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date: 25 JA 2016
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NOs. 662 to 664 OF 2015.

Mr. Khairnar Ajay Pralhad (0.A. No. 662/2015)
Mrs. Charulata P. Chaudhari (O.A. No. 663/2015)
Mrs. Vaishali S. Bhagwat (O.A. No. 664 /2015)
C/o. Shri K.R. Jagdale, Advocate for the Applicants.
....APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS
The State of Maharashtra, Through 2 The Director General, MERI,
the Principal Secretary, Water Dindori Road, Nasik.
Resources Dept., Mantralaya,
Mumbai-32.

The Secretary, Finance Dept.,
Mantralaya, Mumbai.
...RESPONDENT/S

v~ Copy to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbai.

The applicant/ s above named has filed an application as per copy already

served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the 20
day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri K.R. Jagdale, Advocate for the Applicants.

Shri A.J. Chougule, P.O. holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,
C.P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER ({J).
DATE : 20.01.2016.
ORDER : Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf.

N AL oL 16
m\g&& T &U}
Research Officer,

Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbati,

E:\Suchin fudical Order QRDER-2016\January-16122.01. 2016100 A. Nos. 662,663 & 664 of 15-20.01. 16.doc
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Fleard Shri KR Jagdale, the Teare
wlvocate fur the Applicants Lmd Shil AL
Chiougule holding for Shri NK. Rajpurohi,
the fearncd Chier Presenting Officer for }e
Respordonis,

Mo Jagdale, the learned Advocate as of

NOW restrlet his praver to prayer clagse (I
which Is an alternative praver.  Alter some
debate at the Bar, it seems tlrat, that can be
aranted bhecause evern olierwse U
feprescilation  having  been pwade o
Y.7.2005, wore than sulfictient  time s
clapsed and added thereto wili Bethe L
tat now I going t grau which will be sul
wmore than adequate. No other substanivg

ssue is being resolved, bur liberiy is reserved
to the Apphcanr to aw‘itam the same, in tfw
cvent he yemalns agerieved, With tha

voservation, these three Ods are disposed of
with the dum[tun to the }\:.sj)unucm _w,[ Lo
decide the representation dared 972010 o
thie Applicant within o period of two monhs
from toduy. The decision be co 11.mmm\;\, "1
o the Apphcant within one weel thereadtor
NO order as 10 costs. Hamdast,

TL
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Member (d)
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[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ q%& /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date: 25 JAN 2016
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 65 OF 2016.

1  Shri Ashok N. Sanap,
R/o. B/203, Lakhani, Palm View, Sector 48, Nerul, Navi Mumbai-703.
........ APPLICANT/S.

VERSUS
1. The State of Maharashtra, Through Principal Secretary, Finance Dept.,

Having Office at Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.
...... RESPONDENT/S.

~Copy to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbai.
The applicant/ s above named has filed an application as per copy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the

20" day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri A.J. Chougule, P.O. for the Respondent.

CORAM : HON’BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J).
DATE : 20.01.2016.

ORDER : Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leal,




The said application has been admitted and the Tribunal has directed to
issue notice for all the Respondents to file their replies. This notice is
accordingly issued to you, you should file in duplicate, your duly verified reply
along with copies of documents on which you intend to rely on or before ......
within 30 days from the date of receipt__ofthié Notice. The said reply should be
typed in double space and book forr’h./You should, also simultaneously serve
on the applicant or his Adxigpa‘té a copy of the said reply along with the copies

of the documents on Whiéﬁ you intend to reply and file proof of such service in
the registry?a/ke notice that if you do not file the reply in the stipulated
period the Pribunal will decide the case ex-parte.

Take notice that the above application has been fixed for Admission
/Kinal Hearing on 17.02.2016 at 11-00 a.m. You should appear for the said

hearing in person or through your Advocate, to show cause, why the

application should not be admitted.

Take further notice that in case you do not appear in person or through
you Advocate, your application is liable to be dismissed for default/the matter

will be decided ex-parte.

Please acknowledge receipt of notice posttively.
Dated this day of 2016

KB

Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.
Encl :
Note

I The Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal will not be able to
deal with their correspondence, if they need some information.

2 They may seek it through their agents or their Lawyers, if any,.

3 Their prayer for an early hearing of the case, cannot possibly be
ordered on the basis of a letter since there is a provision of Sfiling
a Miscellaneous Application for the purpose.

4 Certified copy of the Judgment will be issued on the application
of the concerned along with requisite copying fees.

ESackin duchical Ordvr (JRL}L}’"-.’UMJmma{v—ié SLOF 200600 A No 65 of 16-20.00§6.doc
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0.A.65/2016

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri
A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

Shri Chougule, the learned P.O. in
opposing the grant of any relief submits that
all the proper parties have not been
impleaded and in that sense, he mentions the
Special Commissioner for Sales Tax as a
Party. In the first place, this aspect of the
matter can be considered even later on.
However, the State of Maharashtra in the
Finance Department being a party hereto, it
cannot be contended that the OA is totally
bad for non-joinder as such.

Having heard both the sides as of
today, I accept the limited request of the
learned Advocate for the Applicant that the
Respondents may indicate to the Applicant
the fate of his representations dated
9.11.2015 and 27.11.2015 (Exh. F' to the
OA) within three weeks from today in the
light of Para 4.7 of Manua! of Departmental
Enquiry {(Exh. T’, Page 129 of the P.B.) and
communicate the same within one week to

CrO PO e

P T pO—— L ------------ e the Applicant.
. f‘ﬁ

Dot , Issue notice returnable on 17.02.2016.

L TN k:)\{ L
‘ {{'é . Tribunal may take the case for final
o 2o \’”}‘ ( % disposal at this stage and separate notice for

las i final disposal need not be issued.
Naine o2 S ._ :

gﬁ Applicant ts authorized and directed to

serve on Respondents intimation / notice of
date of hearing duly authenticated by
Registry, along with complete paper book of
0.A. Respondents are put to notice that the
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case would be taken up for final disposal at
the stage of admission hearing.

This intimation / motice is ordered
under Rule 11  of the Maharashtra
Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rules,
1988 and the questions such as limitation
and alternate remedy are kept open,

The service may be done by hand
delivery / speed post / courier and
acknowledgement be obtained and produced
along with affidavit of compliance in the
Registry within four weeks. Applicant is
directed to file Affidavit of compliance and
notice,

5.0. to 17t February, 2016. Hamdast.
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Member (J)
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[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ qﬁgq{ /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date : 25 JAN 2016

C.A. No. 103/2015 IN O.A. No. 1039/2011.

1 Shri. Rajendra D. Agawane,
R/at. Sr. No. 515, PWD Quarters, E-10, Sadar Bazar, Satara.
........ APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS

1. Shri Shisode, Joint Director of Agriculture, Kolhapur, Kolhapur Division,
Having office at Joint Director of Agriculture Bldg., Kolhapur. Kasba Bawda,
Near Gramsevak Training Center, Kolhapur-416013.

...RESPONDENT/S
\E€opy to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbai.

The applicant/ s abovenamed has filed an application as per copy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the
20" day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE ;. Shri M.D. Lonkar, Advocate for the Applicant.
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM - HON’BLE JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN.
DATE : 20.01.2016s6.
ORDER ; Order Copy Enclosed/Order Copy Over Leaf.

e

Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.

EASackimiJudical Order CQRDER-20161Jamiary-16121.01.201600C.4. No. 103 of 15 IN O.A. No. 1839 of 11-20.81.16.doc
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Date : 20.01.2016.

C.A.N0.103 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.1039 of 2011

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learnad Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaitkwad, the Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as
tollows:-

Order dated 26.3.2015 was passed within the
time span ordered by the Tribunal,

3. Since, it was noticed that the order is not
speaking one, it has been withdrawn and fresn order

has been nassed.

4, In view of the compliance, it is not a case of

willful contempt.

5. tearncd Advocate for the Applicant states as
follows:-

He has intrusicns to withdraw the application
with liberty to file fresh chatlenge to the order
nassed by competent authority.

b, Application is disposed as withdrawn with

A ey b F
Hberty as indiea é\c}sl-,-i%_\
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[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ 715 /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date :

M.A. No. 33/2016 IN O.A. No. 62/2016 &
M.A. No. 35/2016 IN O.A. No. 67/2016 With
O.A. No. 62/16 & O.A. No. 67/16.

Dr. Rohan K. Waychal & 01 Ors., (M.A. No. 33/16 IN O.A. No. 62/16)
2. Dr. Mandar M. Patil & 01 Ors., (M.A. No. 35/16 IN O.A. No. 67/16)

C/o. Shri A.A. Desai, Advocate for the Applicants.

Add. 204, New Bake House, MCC Lane, Opp. Maharashtra State Bank,

Kalaghoda, Fort, Mumbai-O1.

i

....APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS
1 State of Maharashtra, Through its 2 M.P.S.C., through its Chairman,
Secretary, Public Heaith Dept., having its office address at M.G.Rd.
Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. Fort, Mumbai.
...RESPONDENT/S

\/C/oj;y to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbali.

The applicant/ s above named has filed an application as per copy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the 20%
day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri A.A. Desai, Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, C.P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J).
DATE . 20.01.2016.
ORDER . (M.A. No. 33 & 35/16 IN O.A. No. 62 & 67/ 16)

Heard Shri A.A. Desai, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri
N.K. Rajpurochit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all the Applicants are seeking
similar relief, the MA to sue jointly is allowed, subject to payment of Court Fees,

if not already paid.

sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)




0O.A. Nos. 62 & 67 OF 2016 :- Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf.

The said application has been admitted and the Tribunal has directed to
issue notice for all the Respondents to file their replies. This notice 1s
accordingly issued to you, you should file in duplicate, your duly verified reply
along with copies of documents on which you intend to rely on or before
ettt within 30 days from the date of receipt of this Notice. The said reply
should be typed in double spg/ce""/and book form. You should, also
simultaneously serve on thq/a(p]ﬁ:’ant or his Advocate a copy of the said reply

along with the copie/s,/gf/ the documents on which you intend to reply and file
proof (;f;:c/hse%e in the registry. Also take notice that if you do not file the
reply 1 e stipulated period the Tribunal will decide the case ex-prate.

Take notice that the above application has been fixed for Admission
| EinatHearing on 27.01.2016. at 11-00 am. You should appear for the said

hearing in person or through your Advocate, to show cause, why the application

should not be admitted.

Take further notice that in case you do not appear in person or through
you Advocate, your application is liable to be dismissed for default/the matter

will be decided ex-prate.

Please acknowledge receipt of notice positively.

Dated this day of 2016.

RO

Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.
Encl :
Note

1 The Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal wil not be able to deal with
their correspondence, if they need some information.

2 They may seek it through their agents or their Lawyers, if any.

3 Their prayer for an early hearing of the case, cannot possibly be
ordered on the basis of a letter since there is a provision of filing a
Miscellaneous Application for the purpose.

4 Certified copy of the Judgment will be issued on the application of the
concerned along with requisite copying fees.

E:Sachin\Judical Orderl ORDER-2016\January-16122.01.2016\M.A. Nos. 33 & 35af 16 IN O.A. Nos, 82 & 67 of 16-20.01.16.doc




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.62 & 67 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SOLAPUR

Khkkrkrhrhdhhhkhdk

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.62 OF 2016

Dr. Rohan Kamlakar Waychal & Anr. )...Applicants
Versus
1. The State of Maharashtra & Anr. )...Respondents
WITH

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 67 OF 2016

Dr. M.M. Patil & Ors. )...Applicants
Versus
1. The State of Maharashtra & Anr. }...Respondents

Shri A.A. Desai, Advocate for Applicants.
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, Presenting Officer for Respondents.

P.C. :  R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)




DATE : 20.01.2016

ORDER

1. Heard Shri A A. Desai, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri  Desai, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants seeks urgent relief in both these matters which
pertain to the selection process for the appointment to the
post of Dental Surgeon which is now under challenge not
only in these two OAs, but also in a number of other OAs
including OAs 28 & 29 of 2016 and others, dated
12.1.2016. Shri Desai makes a ferverent plea to let these
Applicants be interviewed either on 28t January, 2016 or
on 29t January, 2016 on which the interviews are fixed by
the MPSC. He claims absolute applicability of the Rule of
Writ Petition No.2046/2010 (Sachin A. Dawale and 90

others Vs. State of Maharashtra and one another, dated

19.10.2013) confirmed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in
Special Leave to Appeal (C) No0.39014/2013 (State of

Maharashtra and another Vs. Sachin A. Dawale, dated

6.1.2015) followed by a judgment of another division

bench of the Hon’ble Bombay High Court in Writ Petition
No.10145/2014 (Ujwale G. Sadhu and others Vs. State
of Maharashtra and one another, dated 27.1.2015).

S
s TN




3. The learned CPO Shri N.K. Rajpurchit opposes
the application.

4. Now, as far as the issue of interim relief 1s
concerned, Para 7 of my order of 12.1.2016 above referred
to, is a complete answer and safe-guard as well to all that
Mr. Desai’s would say as of today in these matters of
urgent relief. By way of caution, the entire Paragraph is

herein below reproduced. It be read in this OA as well.

“7. However, it has now become necessary
to put a Caveat as far as the future actions, if
any, in this regard. One aspect of the matter 1S
that by the orders of this Tribunal, how long can
the interview process be stretched by the MPSC.
It is undoubtedly true that the convenience of
MPSC cannot be the sole governing criteria and it
cannot be subordinated to the larger interest of
justice. However, at the same time, it will have to
be ensured that the said process of interviews
does not become an endless one because as
alluded to above, there arec candidates who
answer the requirements set down by MPSC.
Even they will have to wait the outcome hereof

- though they are unconcerned herewith. — Mr.




Desai told me that the move of the MPSC to
practically oust the degree holders because of the
short listing criteria takes some time to tricle
down to the Districts and more particularly
mofussils and tribal areas, and therefore, as and
when the information is received, the concerned
persons take steps to seek redresssal for their
grievance. To a certain extent, this submission
holds water, but there has to be a degree even
there. Further, with the current technological
advance, I do not think that there 1S total
blackout kind of a situation. The educated
populace that the Dental Surgeons undoubtedly
are, quite surely should move with due dispatch,
and therefore, I make it clear that after today, if
any, such OA is presented, it will surely be
entertained. But at the interim stage, it will only
be clarified that if as a result of the final disposal
of the OAs, it was found by the Tribunal that
there was merit in their OAs, then a direction will
be given to the MPSC to make provision for their
interviews, even thereafter and at that time,
neither the MPSC nor the Government nor even,
“successful candidates” would be allowed to

advance a plea the net result whereof would be to

N4




force fhose Apphicants who nugnd bring thely OAS
after todey to a state of “faut acompli’. Therefore,
the apprehension expressed by Mr. Desal can
surely be effectively addressed because hereby I
have neither barred anybody from bringing fresh
OAs nor even from asking for an interim relief.
Only result is that from now on, the number of
candidates to be interviewed would not be added
or multiplied. But of course, the Applicants in
group of OAs, as of today, will have to be

interviewed.”

S. It is, therefore, made very clear that in case the
Applicants make out a case for success in their OA, they
will not be rendered remediless and the Tribunal will be
free to direct their interviews to be conducted by the MPSC.
In a group of OAs above referred to as well as earlier ones,
-+ was made clear that, that may be in view of the facts, the
hearing of this OAs will have to be expedited and that will
be decided on an appropriate stage by appropriate Bench.

. [ssue notice returnable on 27t January, 2016.

7. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not be

issued.
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Applicant s authorized end lreciad S
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hez aring duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

hearing.

9. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open.

10. The service may be done by hand delivery /
speed post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the
Registry within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file

Affidavit of compliance and notice.

11. 5.0. to 27% January, 2016 along with the group.

N - 1

(R.B. Malik) =

Y

Member-J

20.01.2016
Mumbai o
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0.A.691/2015

Heard Shr M.D. Lonkar, the learned .
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

Mr. Lonkar, the learned Advocate
undertaking that he will file the Affidavit-in-
rejoinder on the next date is recorded. The
OA is admitted. Liberty to mention granted.
It is made clear that in as much as a copy of
the rejoinder is furnished to the Respondents
already, if they want to file sur-rejoinder,

- they must file it on the next date and not

thereafter.

~ f{m’\ NN e
U

(R.B. Malikj—
Member (J)

20.01.2016
{skw)




[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ q %% /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Pate 25 JAN 2016

M.A. No. 39/2016 IN O.A. No. 387/2015. (A'bad) (D.B.)

1  Shri Dayananad R. Sorate,
W/ at. Jailor Group II, Having its office at Central Jail, Harsool Aurangabad,

Tq. & Dist. Aurangabad.

........ APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS
1  The State of Maharashtra, Through 2 The Addl. D.G. & 1.G. (Prisons},
the Principal Secretary, Home State of Maharashtra having its
Dept., Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. Office at Addl. D.G. of Prisons,
Central Bldg., Pune Office, Pune.
...... RESPONDENT/S.

\/Copy to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbat.

The applicant/s above named has filed an application as per copy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the
20™ day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri S.D. Joshi, Advocate for the Applicants.
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE JUSTICE SHRI A .H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN.
DATE : 20.01.2016.
ORDER : I. Heard Shri S.D. Joshi, learned Advocate for the

Applicants and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned P.O. for the Respondents.

2. In view of the availability of the Division Bench at Aurangabad, there is
no propriety of transferring of the case.

3. This Misc. Application remains pending till sitting at the Bench at
Aurangabad is over, which is due on 22.02.2016.

Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman.

D ek
Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
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“MA No.16/16 in OA No.293/10

Heard Shri M.R. Patil, lcarned Advocate for
¢ Applicant and Smt. K.S5. Gaikwad, learned
-esenting Officer for the Respondents.

This MA seeks amendment to the OA as per
chedule “A-1° annexed hereto. Smt. Gaikwad, [d.
) makes a statement that the respondents dispute

1e averments made for the proposed amendment but
1 accordance with law of amendment reserving their
dight to file an additional affidavit in reply thereto the

nendment can be allowed.

The MA is, therefore, allowed. Amendment

$ per Schedule “A-17 be incorporated by a proper

mendment to be carried out within two weeks from
yday. A consolidated OA post amendment be filed
hd copy be furnished to the Ld. PO.

OA is now adioumed for additional affidavir
1 reply to the amended OA 10 10.2.2016. No order
5 10 COSIS. Moo
N
IR NE S
\/\ D ﬁ(
T~ "”L \{} uv\ﬂ\-*’
- (R)?)/Mdhk) 1\ L\”ﬁﬁwdl
Member (J) \ ice-Chairman
20.1.2016 20.1.2016
i)

L




[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ fﬁ,"ﬂ /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date : 25 JAN 2016

M.A. No. 31/2016 IN O.A. No. 448/2015. (A'bad)
1  Shri Dnyaneshwar D. Gawhane & 01 Ors.,
C/o. Shri 8.K. Chavan, Advocate for the Applicants.
Add. Flat No.5, Plot No.72, Snehal Apt., Vidya nagar, Aurangabad-431009.

........ APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS

1  The State of Maharashtra, Through 2 The State of Maharashtra, Through
Secretary, Revenue Department, its Secretary, G.A.D., Mantralaya,
Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. Mumbai.

3  The Collector & President of 4 The District Selection Committee,
District Selection Committee, Through its Member Secretary
Nandurbar, Tq. & Dist. Nandurbar. Residential Additional Collector,

Nandurbar, Dist. Nandurbar.
...... RESPONDENT/S.

_€6py to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbai.

The applicant/s above named has filed an application as per copy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the
20" day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri S.K. Chavan, Advocate for the Applicants.
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN.
DATE : 20.01.2016.
ORDER : 1. Heard Shri S.K. Chavan, learned Advocate for the

Applicants and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned P.O. for the Respondents.

2. In view of the availability of the Division Bench at Aurangabad,
adjourned to 31.03.2016.

3. S.0. to 31.03.2016.

sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman,

&@4\&9&\- : qk

Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH
NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ (ﬁo\ /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,
Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date : 25 JAN Zmé
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NOs. 829 & 830 OF 2015.
1. Dr. Nandkumar R. Aswar, {O.A. No. 829/2015)
Dr. Sanjaykumar R. More, (O.A. No. 830/2015)

C/o. Shri. 8.D. Joshi, Advocate for the Applicants.
Add. 51, Sarang, HSG, Society, Garkheda, Aurangabad.

....APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS
1 The State of Maharashtra, (Copy to 2 The Secretary, Medical Education
be served on the C.P.O. in M.A.T., & Drugs Dept., Mantralaya,
Mumbai Bench.) Mumbai-32.
3 The Director, Medical Education & 4 The Dean, Dr. Shankarrao Chavan
Research, Mumbai. Govt. Medical College, Nanded,
Dist. Nanded.
...RESPONDENT/S

\_Copy to: The C.P.0. M.A.T., Mumbai.

The applicant/ s above named has filed an application as per copy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the 20%
day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri S.D. Joshi, Advocate for the Applicants,
Shri N.K. Rahpurohit, C.P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN.
HON’BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J).

DATE ; 20.01.2016.

ORDER ; Heard Shri S.D. Joshi, learned Advocate for the Applicants

and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The arguments of Shri S.D. Joshi, Ld. Advocate remained inconclusive.
We find that the affidavit in reply has been filed by the Dean of respondent No.4.
There is no affidavit filed by the Government. The facts are such that the
affidavit of the Government is absolutely imperative for proper and just decision
of this OA. As a matter of fact if in spite of this indulgence shown by us if the
Government were not to file affidavit of a responsible functionary working in
Mantralaya the Tribunal will be not only justified but perhaps in legal duty
bound inter alia to draw adverse inference. These part heard OAs are adjourned
to 12.2.2016.

Sd/- Sd/-
(R.B. Malik) (Rajiv Agarwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman.

A A
Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
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20.01.2016

M.A nos 35/2014, 105/2014, 515/2014 &
516/2014 with O.A No 1267/2013

Heard Ms Rohini Mahale holding for Shri
Atul Deshkar, tearned advocate for the applicant
and Shri A.J Chougule, holding for Ms Neelima
Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

It seems that there are now four M.As to
be decided although as of now we do not think

we are getting proper assistance at the bar.

Mr Chougule, on instructions from the
Offices who are present says that affidavits have

been filed there in and no further affidavits

either in the M.As or O.As are to be filed. It is,

RAJIVAGARWNL ) )
{Vien - Chisirmen) therefore, directed that the M.As will be heard
oot PR “\' Vi (Member) . ! .
. along with the O.A on the next date, for which
“;) Lu L\* [,’\,‘v( (e iL both sides must core prepared.
[1”‘{’L THETp eodliey.
Enl’.‘u"l

5.0 w0 12.2.2016.
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2, / ( (R.B. Malik{™ (Rakiv Agddwal)
Member {J) Vice-Chairman
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“MA No. 16/16 in OA No.293/10

fleard Shri M.R. Patil, learned Advocate for

e Applicant and Smt. K. §. Gaikwad, learned
Piesenting Officer for the Respondents.
2 This MA seeks amendment to the OA as per

Sthedule “A-17 annexed hereto.  Smt. Gaikwad, Ld.
P makes a statement that the respondents dispute
the averments made for the proposed amendment but
il accordance with law of amendment reserving thetr
right to file an additional affidavit in reply thercto the
amendment can be allowed.

3+ The MA is, therefore, allowed. Amcndment
as per Schedute "A-1" be incorporated by a proper
amendment to be carried out within two weeks from
taday. A consolidated OA post amendment be filed
and copy be furnished to the Ld. PO.

4 OA is now adjourned for additional alfidavit
in reply to the amended OA 10 10.2.2016. No order
{as to COosts. N \,,
M EPEN A S
e \/N\\ (R I
\‘-'('R ~Malil ke J A Foan
Advosute for the Apphic: . - s \) (R Y% ’\nﬁh\-\fdl)
S S A S ("_;,,L;C'“/(.m_sm(\} Member (1) Vice-Chairman
T eniRe o e Re "m.quh — 20.1.2016 20.1.2016
e ::_ g N B0 L 'L—,'U e 0y ( g})
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